
Correspondence.

HEMORRHAGE IN THE NEWBORN.

Mr. Editor: The following case may interest those
especially interested in the treatment of Hemorrhagic
Disease in Infants.

Baby L. was born May 28, 1910 ; parents healthy ;
normal labor. Child seemed perfectly natural in every
way at birth ; weight, 7 lbs., 14 oz. The morning of
May 30th began to have hemorrhages from the bow-
els. These occurred in rapid succession at first, three
within fifteen minutes, and very profuse, the child
quickly becoming exsanguinated. Hemorrhages num-
bered 8 or 9; vomited slimy brown fluid, no blood.
Afternoon of same day one tube of rabbit serum was
injected, and during the night bleeding was much
less. A second tube of serum was Injected on May
31st, after which there was no more bleeding, the
stools soon becoming normal. The baby looked bad,
extremely pale, and lifeless, but soon began to gain,
and nursed regularly. June 2d weighed 5 lbs., a loss
of 2 lbs. 14 oz. June 21st had gained 1 lb. 4 oz. and
looked and seemed very well.

WM. O. Hunt, M.D.

THE ORIGIN OF LIFE.

Boston, Oct. 22, 1912.

Mr. Editor: The attention of many of your readers
has doubtless been attracted to a remarkable address1
by a well-known and truly great physiologist, Pro-
fessor Schäfer of London, on "The Nature, Origin,
and Maintenance of Life."

That part of Professor Schäfer's opinion which
could have been counted on as sure to excite at once
fierce antagonism and exultant approval is briefly
given in the sentence,

"He reminds us that the elements composing living
matter are, after all, few. 'The combination of these
elements into a colloidal compound represents the
chemical basis of life; and when the chemist succeeds
in building up this compound it will without doubt
be found to exhibit the phenomena which we are in
the habit of associating with the term life.' " '

Of the biological and chemical arguments on which
this view is based, I do not care to speak ; nor could
I do so with authority. Let us assume them valid.
'Vitalists' or 'evolutionists' (in the deterministic
sense), 'materialists' or 'idealists,' 'agnostics' or
'deists,' or, however we may classify ourselves, we
should all receive and welcome the demonstrations of
natural science with our arms open. It is, however,
a different question how we should look upon theinferences of natural science. Of such inferences
there are here two sorts that may be dealt with,
direct and indirect. One of the direct inferences is
that chemists may learn to do again, at will, the
work of the creation of the world of human life from
chaos. This conclusion, too, let us, for the sake ofargument, accept.

The most important indirect inference, perhaps, isthat through this demonstration a signal triumphwill have been won for those who maintain, or in
their hearts believe, that life, in the sense of a self-

active energy (of which the best representative is
mind), and the human mind itself through the means
of which these wonderful discoveries are to be made,
are nothing but elaborated chemical processes," a
kind of outgrowth of something simpler, a secondary
manifestation ; and that evolution, from 'material'
atoms and forces up, as ordinarily described, is the
whole of the real evolution, back of which is nothing
but some sort of repetition of itself.

Against this inference, which is, indeed, not def-
initely drawn by Professor Schäfer, but which per-
meates the thought of naturalists almost as uni-
versally as the 'ether' is supposed to penetrate all
existing things, I wish to protest, with all my force,
—although in place of volumes of convincing argu-
ments I can but offer a few meagre sentences.

In the first place, is it not true that these wonder-
ful and startling demonstrations (assuming them to
show all that is hoped for from them) really help us
no whit more than does each process of digestion,
toward the dethroning of the mind or the setting-
aside of vital self-activity as the fundamental prin-
ciple of existence? It may indeed be shown that the
principle, "omne vivum ex ovo or ex vivo," is not
thorough-going. But had not the transformation of
bread to thought already pointed to the same con-
clusion?

For the stomach of the man, and the body of the
ameba, and the substance of each living cell, and for
the apparently complex processes of fertilization and
reproduction, it may now be shown that apparently
new and simpler-seeming conditions may suffice. But
such a demonstration should surely only simplify and
universalize our conception of the nature and where-
abouts of 'life,' and increase our marvel at the de-
gree to which the vitalizing power, best seen in mind.
is visible, instead of leading us to assume its uni-
versal absence.

 

In the next place, it seems to be often over-
looked that—in spite of the long since disproved
arguments of Kant and Spencer—nothing for us Is
real but what we can know, or must assume as true.
The 'laws' of nature, discovered by us. must owe
their existence and value for us to the action and
existence of our minds, and can exist for us only on
the background of our minds, or. strictly speaking,
as a partial expression of them. The investigation of
nature is a journey of discovery into our own
thoughts and feelings, and can be nothing else;
physics can come completely to its rights only
through metaphysics.

How then can we discover principles that trans-
cend mind and render it unnecessary, or secondary?
That would be like inventing a logic which should
transcend thought ; it would be to elevate ourselves
by our own boot-straps.

The experiments of which Professor Schäfer speaks
are then indeed of marvellous interest; but Instead
of teaching us to disparage the primary significance
of the mind of the great scientist, and to deny the
existence of a vitalistic principle which encloses in
one unity the mind and our minds with all the phe-
nomena which they can learn to see and know, they
should teach us to be ever keener in detecting the
evidences of life where we had falsely, and with
narrow insight, assumed it to be absent. They should
teach us to trace the analogy—biologically distant,
actually near—between the creative activity of
thought and the transmission of life from one genera-
tion to the next. The chain that unites these two
processes, long as it may seem, is built up, in fact,
of clearly demonstrable links. The material universe
was (logically) antedated, and is still constantly per-
meated by a form of self-active energy which, in the
form of our thinking processes, enables us to recog-
nize and appreciate, under ever new conditions, other
vital phenomena akin to these. Phenomena not akin
to our thinking-processes we cannot know, and have
no right or reason to assume.

James J. Putnam, M.D.

1 See notices in the Boston Medical .and Suroical Journal, Sep-tember 12, 1912; in the Journal of the American Medical Asso-
ciation, September 28, 1912, and elsewhere.

2 Journal of the American Medical Association, September 28,1912, p. 1197.
8 Cf. Jacques Loeb's various publications on this topic.
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